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METHOD, SYSTEM, AND PROGRAM
PRODUCT FOR USING ANALYSIS VIEWS TO
IDENTIFY DATA SYNCHRONIZATION
PROBLEMS BETWEEN DATABASES

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. Field of the Invention

The present invention generally relates to computer sys-
tems. More particularly, the present invention provides a
method, system, and computer program product for using
analysis views to identify data synchronization problems
between common data in different databases.

2. Related Art

It is a frequent requirement that the data in one database
application be kept “in synch” with the data in another simi-
lar, yet distinct, database application. Unfortunately,
unknown programming errors, network problems or other
unforeseen circumstances may cause the databases to get “out
of' synch.” No facility exists to effectively monitor such con-
ditions.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

In general, the present invention provides a method, sys-
tem, and computer program product for using analysis views
to identify data synchronization problems between common
data in different databases.

A first aspect of the present invention is directed to a
method for identifying data synchronization problems, com-
prising: providing first and second databases containing com-
mon data; generating a summary of the common data as
present in the first database; generating a summary of the
common data as present in the second database; determining
at least one delta value for the common data between the first
and second databases; and generating an analysis view dis-
playing the summary of the common data as present in the
first database, the summary of the common data as present in
the second database, and the at least one delta value for the
common data between the first and second database.

A second aspect of the present invention is directed to a
system for identifying data synchronization problems, com-
prising: means for providing first and second databases con-
taining common data; means for generating a summary of the
common data as present in the first database; means for gen-
erating a summary of the common data as present in the
second database; means for determining at least one delta
value for the common data between the first and second
databases; and means for generating an analysis view display-
ing the summary of the common data as present in the first
database, the summary of the common data as present in the
second database, and the at least one delta value for the
common data between the first and second databases.

A third aspect of the present invention is directed to a
program product stored on a computer readable medium for
identifying data synchronization problems, the computer
readable medium comprising program code for performing
the following steps: providing first and second databases con-
taining common data; generating a summary of the common
data as present in the first database; generating a summary of
the common data as present in the second database; determin-
ing at least one delta value for the common data between the
first and second databases; and generating an analysis view
displaying the summary of the common data as present in the
first database, the summary of the common data as present in
the second database, and the at least one delta value for the
common data between the first and second database.
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A fourth aspect of the present invention provides a method
for deploying an application for identifying data synchroni-
zation problems, comprising: providing a computer infra-
structure being operable to: provide first and second data-
bases containing common data; generate a summary of the
common data as present in the first database; generate a
summary of the common data as present in the second data-
base; determine at least one delta value for the common data
between the first and second databases; and generate an
analysis view displaying the summary of the common data as
present in the first database, the summary ofthe common data
as present in the second database, and the at least one delta
value for the common data between the first and second
database.

A fifth aspect of the present invention provides computer
software embodied in a propagated signal for identifying data
synchronization problems, the computer software compris-
ing instructions to cause a computer system to perform the
following functions: provide first and second databases con-
taining common data; generate a summary of the common
data as present in the first database; generate a summary of the
common data as present in the second database; determine at
least one delta value for the common data between the first
and second databases; and generate an analysis view display-
ing the summary of the common data as present in the first
database, the summary of the common data as present in the
second database, and the at least one delta value for the
common data between the first and second database.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

These and other features of this invention will be more
readily understood from the following detailed description of
the various aspects of the invention taken in conjunction with
the accompanying drawings in which:

FIG. 1 depicts an illustrative system for identifying data
synchronization problems between common data in different
databases in accordance with an embodiment of the present
invention.

FIG. 2 depicts an illustrative screenshot of an analysis view
for identifying data synchronization problems between com-
mon data in different databases in accordance with an
embodiment of the present invention.

FIG. 3 depicts a computer system for implementing an
embodiment of the present invention.

The drawings are merely schematic representations, not
intended to portray specific parameters of the invention. The
drawings are intended to depict only typical embodiments of
the invention, and therefore should not be considered as lim-
iting the scope of the invention. In the drawings, like num-
bering represents like elements.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION

An illustrative system 10 for identifying data synchroniza-
tion problems between common data 12 in different data-
bases 14,16 in accordance with an embodiment of the present
invention is depicted in FIG. 1. In this example, database 14
comprises a planning database for tracking the number of
computer devices (e.g., laptops, desktops, etc.) deployed to
each business area in an organization, while database 16
comprises a deployment database for tracking the actual
deployment of computer devices by person, identifying the
computer device(s) received by each person and the business
area in the organization to which each person belongs. Thus,
in this example, the common data 12 comprises the number of
deployed computer devices. It will be apparent to those
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skilled in the art, however, that the present invention can also
be used to identify data synchronization problems between
common data in many other types of databases without
departing from the intended scope of the present invention.
The common data can be identified in databases 14, 16 using
any suitable technique.

One or both of the databases 14, 16 is configured to gen-
erate an analysis view 18 that provides:

(A) A summary S1 of the common data 12 as present in
database 14,

(B) A summary S2 of the common data 12 as present in
database 16; and

(C) Delta(s) of the common data 12 between databases 14, 16.
A delta value other than zero (0) indicates that the common
data 12 in databases 14, 16 is not in sync. Such “out of sync”
problems may be due to many different factors. For example,
a non-zero delta value may indicate that the analysis view 18
needs to be updated (i.e., “refreshed”) to incorporate newly
added/changed common data entered into one or both of the
databases 14, 16, or that an error (e.g., a loading error, data
reset, etc.) has occurred in one or both of the databases 14, 16.
Many other types of errors are also possible.

An illustrative screenshot of an analysis view 18 in accor-
dance with an embodiment of the present invention is
depicted in FIG. 2. In this example, the analysis view 18
displays a summary of the number of computer devices
deployed by business area, as provided by database 12, and a
summary of the number of computer devices deployed to
individual persons, as provided by database 14, rolled up by
business area. Advantageously, using the present invention, a
user 20 (FIG. 1) can easily determine if the common data 12
in both databases 14, 16 is in sync.

The analysis view 18 includes a business area column 22
that displays the various business areas 24 ofthe organization.
The analysis view 18 also includes a plurality of status col-
umns 26 that display the number of computer devices of
different statuses summarized by business area 24. In this
example, the status columns 26 include the following, where
(W) refers to data from database 14 (planning database) and
(C) refers to data from database 16 (deployment database):
(A) LT Alloc (W)—Laptops Allocated;

(B) LT Inv (W)—Laptops in Inventory;

(C) LT Assign (W)—Laptops Assigned;

(D) LT Cons (W)—Consumption of Laptop Inventory;

(BE) LT Assign (C)—Laptops Assigned;

(F) LT Req (C)—Laptops Requested;

(G) LT Sched (C)—Laptops Scheduled for Deployment; and
(H) LT Dep (C)—Laptops Deployed.

It should be noted that the specific status columns 26 pre-
sented in the analysis view 18 of FIG. 2, as well as the number
of status columns 26, will generally be different for different
applications of the present invention. As such, many other
types of status columns 26 are possible. Accordingly, the
specific status columns 26 presented in the analysis view 18
of FIG. 2 are not intended to limit the invention in any manner.
Further, the common data 12 in the analysis view 18 need not
be summarized according to business area as in the present
example.

The analysis view 18 also includes at least one delta col-
umn 28 for displaying delta(s) of the common data 12
between databases 14, 16. In this example, the analysis view
18 includes a first delta column 28 “LT Assign Delta” and a
second delta column 28 “LT Inv Delta,” where:

LT Assign Delta=LT Assign(W)—-(LT Assign(C)+LT

Req(C)+LT Sched(C)+LT Dep(C)); and (A)
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LT Inv Delta=LT Cons(W)—(LT Req(C)+LT Sched(C)+
LT Dep(C)). ®)

“LT Assign Delta” and “LT Inv Delta” have been specifically
formulated in this example to help pinpoint what type of error
may have occurred in one or more of the databases 14, 16. It
will be apparent to one skilled in the art that many other types
of delta(s) are also possible, depending on the type of data
being summarized in the analysis view 18 and other factors.
As such, the present invention is not intended to be limited by
the examples described herein.

In FIG. 2, it can be seen that the “LT Assign Delta” delta
column 28 and the “LT Inv Delta” delta column 28 both
contain a “1” for the “Equipment Technology” business area
24. This can be seen by plugging in the appropriate values:

LT Assign Delta=LT Assign(W)—(LT Assign(C)+LT
Req(C)+LT Sched(C)+LT Dep(C)), or 23—(0+18+
3+1)=1; and

LT Inv Delta=LT Cons(W)—(LT Req(C)+LT Sched(C)+
LT Dep(C)), or 23—(18+3+1)=1.

A “1” value in one or more delta columns 28 indicates than the
common data 12 in databases 14, 16 is not in sync. Thus, a
user can easily and quickly determine the presence of an error
by looking for non-zero delta(s) in the delta columns 28 of the
analysis view 18. A user can refresh the analysis view 18 by
selecting the “Refresh Plan Reports” button 30 to ensure that
the analysis view 18 reflects the most recent data. The refresh
gathers the required data from databases 14, 16 and performs
any necessary calculations to provide the summary and delta
information for the analysis view 18. Indicators other than a
“1” value for an “out of sync™ condition can also be provided
in a delta column 28.

A computer system 100 for implementing an embodiment
of the present invention is illustrated in FIG. 3. As shown,
computer system 100 generally includes a processing unit
102, memory 104, bus 106, input/output (1/0) interface(s)
108, and external devices/resource(s) 110. Processing unit
102 may comprise a single processing unit, or may be distrib-
uted across one or more processing units in one or more
locations. Memory 104 may comprise any known type of data
storage and/or transmission media, including magnetic
media, optical media, random access memory (RAM), read-
only memory (ROM), etc. Moreover, similar to processing
unit 102, memory 104 may reside at a single physical loca-
tion, comprising one or more types of data storage, or be
distributed across a plurality of physical systems in various
forms.

1/O interface(s) 108 may comprise any system for exchang-
ing information to/from an external source. External devices/
resource(s) 110 may comprise any known type of external
device, including speakers, a monitor/display (e.g., display
112), handheld device, keyboard, mouse, voice recognition
system, speech output system, printer, facsimile, pager, etc.

Bus 106 provides a communication link between each of
the components in computer system 100, and likewise may
comprise any known type of transmission link, including
electrical, optical, wireless, etc. In addition, although not
shown, additional components, such as cache memory, com-
munication systems, system software, etc., may be incorpo-
rated into computer system 100.

Data (e.g., planning data, deployment data, delta values,
etc.) used in the practice of the present invention can be stored
locally to computer system 100, for example, in storage unit/
database 114, and/or may be provided to computer system
100 over a network 116. Storage unit/database 114 can be any
system capable of providing storage for data and information
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under the present invention. As such, storage unit/database
114 may reside at a single physical location, comprising one
or more types of data storage, or may be distributed across a
plurality of physical systems in various forms. In another
embodiment, storage unit/database 114 may be distributed
across, for example, a local area network (LAN), wide area
network (WAN) or a storage area network (SAN) (not
shown).

Network 116 is intended to represent any type of network
over which data can be transmitted. For example, network
116 can include the Internet, a wide area network (WAN), a
local area network (LAN), a virtual private network (VPN), a
WiFi network, or other type of network. To this extent, com-
munication can occur via a direct hardwired connection or via
anaddressable connection in a client-server (or server-server)
environment that may utilize any combination of wireline
and/or wireless transmission methods. In the case of the latter,
the server and client may utilize conventional network con-
nectivity, such as Token Ring, Ethernet, WiFi or other con-
ventional communications standards. Where the client com-
municates with the server via the Internet, connectivity could
be provided by conventional TCP/IP sockets-based protocol.
In this instance, the client would utilize an Internet service
provider to establish connectivity to the server. One or more
client devices 118 may be connected to computer system 100
via network 116. Each client device 118 comprises compo-
nents similar to those described above with regard to com-
puter system 100.

Shown in memory 104 as a computer program product is a
database system 120. Database system 120 includes a sum-
mary system 122 for generating predetermined summary
information from a plurality of different databases (e.g., 2
databases as described above), a delta system 124 for deter-
mining predetermined delta information for the common data
between the plurality of databases, and an analysis view sys-
tem 126 for generating/displaying one or more analysis views
18 to auser 128 (e.g., on display 112) in accordance with the
present invention. The predetermined summary information,
predetermined delta information, and the type/content/format
of the analysis view 18 provided to user 128 can be deter-
mined, for example, by user 128 or an administrator 130.

It should be appreciated that the teachings of the present
invention can be offered as a business method on a subscrip-
tion or fee basis. For example, one or more components of the
present invention could be created, maintained, supported,
and/or deployed by a service provider that offers the functions
described herein for customers. That is, a service provider
could be used to provide analysis views to identify data syn-
chronization problems between common data in different
databases, as described above.

It should also be understood that the present invention can
berealized in hardware, software, a propagated signal, or any
combination thereof. Any kind of computer/server system
(s)—or other apparatus adapted for carrying out the methods
described herein—is suited. A typical combination of hard-
ware and software could be a general purpose computer sys-
tem with a computer program that, when loaded and
executed, carries out the respective methods described herein.
Alternatively, a specific use computer, containing specialized
hardware for carrying out one or more of the functional tasks
of the invention, could be utilized. The present invention can
also be embedded in a computer program product or a propa-
gated signal, which comprises all the respective features
enabling the implementation of the methods described
herein, and which—when loaded in a computer system—is
able to carry out these methods. Computer program, propa-
gated signal, software program, program, or software, in the
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present context mean any expression, in any language, code
or notation, of a set of instructions intended to cause a system
having an information processing capability to perform a
particular function either directly or after either or both of the
following: (a) conversion to another language, code or nota-
tion; and/or (b) reproduction in a different material form.
The foregoing description of the preferred embodiments of
this invention has been presented for purposes of illustration
and description. It is not intended to be exhaustive or to limit
the invention to the precise form disclosed, and obviously,
many modifications and variations are possible. For example,
the present invention could also be used to provide analysis
views to identify data synchronization problems between
common data in more than two different databases (i.e., three
or more databases). Such modifications and variations that
may be apparent to a person skilled in the art are intended to
be included within the scope of this invention as defined by
the accompanying claims.
What is claimed is:
1. A method for identifying data synchronization prob-
lems, comprising:
retrieving, by a computer processor, planning data com-
prising information regarding a planned deployment of a
plurality of devices from a first database (DB1), the
planning data comprising: devices assigned (Dev Assign
(DB1)); and consumption of devices in inventory ((Dev
Cons (DB1));

retrieving, by the computer processor, deployment data
comprising information regarding an actual deployment
of the plurality of devices from a second database
(DB2), the deployment data comprising: devices
assigned (Dev Assign (DB2)); devices requested (Req
Inv (DB2)); devices scheduled for deployment (Dev
Sched (DB2)); and devices deployed ((Dev Dep (DB2));

generating, by the computer processor, a summary of com-
mon data, the common data comprising data that is
stored in both the first and second databases, by com-
paring the retrieved planning data from the first database
and the retrieved deployment data from the second data-
base;
determining, by the computer processor, at least one delta
value for the common data between the first and second
databases, the at least one delta value comprising an
assignment delta value (Dev Assig Delta) determined
according to: Dev Assign Delta=Dev Assign (DB1)-
(Dev Assign (DB2)+Dev Req (DB2)+Dev Sched
(DB2)+Dev Dep (DB2));

generating, by the computer processor, an analysis view
displaying, in a single display view, the summary of the
common data in the first and second databases, and the at
least one delta value for the common data between the
first and second databases; and

identifying, by the computer processor, based on the at

least one delta value, a source of a data synchronization
problem between the planning data in the first database
and the deployment data in the second database.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

refreshing the analysis view to include updated common

data from the first and second databases if the data syn-
chronization problem is indicated by the at least one
delta value.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein the data synchronization
problem is indicated by the at least one delta value, displayed
in the analysis view, having a predetermined value other than
zero, and wherein a non-zero value of the at least one delta
value indicates that the analysis view displayed in the single
display view needs to be refreshed to incorporate newly
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added or changed common data entered into one or both of the
first database and the second database, or that an error has
occurred in one or both of the first database and the second
database.
4. The method of claim 1, wherein the at least one delta
value comprises a device inventory delta value (Dev Inv
Delta) determined according to: Dev Inv Delta=Dev Cons
(DB1)-(Dev Req (DB2)+Dev Sched (DB2)+Dev Dep
(DB2)).
5. A computer program product for identifying data syn-
chronization problems, the computer program product com-
prising a non-transitory computer readable storage medium
having program instructions embodied therewith, the pro-
gram instructions executable by a computing device to cause
the computing device to:
retrieve planning data comprising information regarding a
planned deployment of a plurality of devices from a first
database (DB1), the planning data comprising: devices
assigned (Dev Assign (DB1)); and consumption of
devices in inventory ((Dev Cons (DB1));
retrieve deployment data comprising information regard-
ing an actual deployment of the plurality of devices from
a second database (DB2), the deployment data compris-
ing: devices assigned (Dev Assign (DB2)); devices
requested (Req Inv (DB2)); devices scheduled for
deployment (Dev Sched (DB2)); and devices deployed
((Dev Dep (DB2));

generate a summary of common data, the common data
comprising data that is stored in both the first and second
databases, by comparing the retrieved planning data
from the first database and the retrieved deployment data
from the second database;
determine at least one delta value for the common data
between the first and second databases, the at least one
delta value comprising an assignment delta value (Dev
Assig Delta) determined according to: Dev Assign
Delta=Dev Assign (DB1)-(Dev Assign (DB2)+Dev Req
(DB2)+Dev Sched (DB2)+Dev Dep (DB2));

generate an analysis view displaying, in a single display
view, the summary of the common data in the first and
second databases, and the at least one delta value for the
common data between the first and second databases;
and

identify, based on the at least one delta value, a source of a

data synchronization problem between the planning
data in the first database and the deployment data in the
second database.

6. The computer program product of claim 5, the program
instructions executable by the computing device further caus-
ing the computing device to:

refresh the analysis view to include updated common data

from the first and second databases if the data synchro-
nization problem is indicated by the at least one delta
value.

7. The computer program product of claim 6, wherein the
data synchronization problem is indicated by the at least one
delta value, displayed in the analysis view, having a predeter-
mined value other than zero, and wherein a non-zero value of
the at least one delta value indicates that the analysis view
displayed in the single display view needs to be refreshed to
incorporate newly added or changed common data entered
into one or both of the first database and the second database,
orthatan error has occurred in one or both of the first database
and the second database.

8. The computer program product of claim 5, wherein the at
least one delta value comprises a device inventory delta value
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8
(Dev Inv Delta) determined according to: Dev Inv Delta=Dev
Cons (DB1)-(Dev Req (DB2)+Dev Sched (DB2)+Dev Dep
(DB2)).
9. A system comprising:
at least one computing device for implementing a method

for identifying data synchronization problems, the
method comprising:

retrieving planning data comprising information regarding
a planned deployment of a plurality of devices from a
first database (DB1), the planning data comprising:

devices assigned (Dev Assign (DB1)); and consumption of
devices in inventory ((Dev Cons (DB1));

retrieving deployment data comprising information
regarding an actual deployment of the plurality of
devices from a second database (DB2), the deployment
data comprising: devices assigned (Dev Assign (DB2));
devices requested (Req Inv (DB2)); devices scheduled
for deployment (Dev Sched (DB2)); and devices
deployed ((Dev Dep (DB2));

generating a summary of common data, the common data
comprising data that is stored in both the first and second
databases, by comparing the retrieved planning data
from the first database and the retrieved deployment data
from the second database;

determining at least one delta value for the common data
between the first and second databases, the at least one
delta value comprising an assignment delta value (Dev
Assig Delta) determined according to: Dev Assign
Delta=Dev Assign (DB1)-(Dev Assign (DB2)+Dev Req
(DB2)+Dev Sched (DB2)+Dev Dep (DB2));

generating an analysis view displaying, in a single display
view, the summary of the common data in the first and
second databases, and the at least one delta value for the
common data between the first and second databases;
and

identifying based on the at least one delta value, a source of
a data synchronization problem between the planning
data in the first database and the deployment data in the
second database.

10. The system of claim 9, wherein the method further
comprises:

refreshing the analysis view to include updated common
data from the first and second databases if the data syn-
chronization problem is indicated by the at least one
delta value.

11. The system of claim 10, wherein the data synchroniza-
tion problem is indicated by the at least one delta value,
displayed in the analysis view, having a predetermined value
other than zero, and wherein a non-zero value of the at least
one delta value indicates that the analysis view displayed in
the single display view needs to be refreshed to incorporate
newly added or changed common data entered into one or
both of the first database and the second database, or that an
error has occurred in one or both of the first database and the
second database.

12. The system of claim 9, wherein the at least one delta
value comprises a device inventory delta value (Dev Inv
Delta) determined according to: Dev Inv Delta=Dev Cons
(DB1)-(Dev Req (DB2)+Dev Sched (DB2)+Dev Dep
(DB2)).



